









































































































































































































































































































































































































Humanitarian military intervention is licensed by the international community to stop 
genocide, aggressive wars by states on weaker neighbors, or massive human rights violations. In 
December 2001, the U.N.-appointed International Commission on Intervention and State 
Sovereignty (ICISS) issued a report entitled AThe responsibility to protect,@ in which it examined 
the Aright of humanitarian intervention.@  The report sets out conditions under which intervention 
is justified and required.  First there must be a just cause, which is the state’s inability or unwillingness 
to protect its people from mass terror, genocide, ethnic cleansing, mass rape or forced expulsion.  
Second, the intervening military force must have the right intention, in particular, the intention to 
prevent those forms of violent oppression.  Third, military intervention has to be the last resort, 
undertaken only after other means have been attempted to prevent catastrophe.  Fourth, the force 
used is to be the minimal force necessary to secure human protection.  Fifth, there has to be a 
reasonable chance of halting the oppression, and the expected ill consequences of the military 
action have to be less than that of not intervening militarily. 



































































general aim of protecting the liberty of the individual.  That general conception can be seen to 
comprise two more specific aims which stand in some tension with each other: (1) to protect or 
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maximize liberty; (2) to protect or enhance the standing of the individual as a free agent.  Protecting 
or maximizing liberty seems to involve maximizing the chances that individuals will be able to 
choose what they prefer, but enhancing the freedom of the individual sometimes requires that the 
individual’s immediate preferences be thwarted.  I have argued elsewhere that there are two types of 
liberal theory, and two corresponding types of liberal feminism. (Cudd 2004)  Constraint-minimizing 
liberalism combines a view about what kinds of actions or interactions are to be prohibited or 
inhibited in order to maximize liberty for everyone simultaneously.  Substantive liberalism takes the 
job of a theory of justice to be to characterize (perhaps only very generally) the institutions of 
society within which the individuals make choices and act.  The idea of the substantive liberal theory 
is to preserve and foster autonomous individuals in and through liberal institutions that promote free 
and informed choice.  Liberal feminists combine these types of liberalism with special attention to 
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